ORI0 PUBLIC WOKKS COMIVIOOION
65 East State Street, Suite 312
Columbus, Ohio 43215
(614) 466-0880

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
Revised 6/90 7 500/

IMPORTANT: Applicant should consult the "Instructions for Completion of Prolect Application’
for assistance in the proper completion of this fom.

APPLICANT NAME HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER'S OFFICE
STREET : .. 138 EAST COURT STREET. ROOM 700
CINCINNATI, OHIO 45202

CITY/ZIP

PROJECT NAME LAWRENCEBURG ROAD BRIDGE NO. B-0325

PROJECT TYPE BRIDGE AND APPROACH ROADWAY o -

TOTAL COST $2,800,000.00 — _

DISTRICT NUMBER 2 - o -

COUNTY HAMILTON S
s L
= 3

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45052

[/
DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION ;
To be completed by the District Committee ONLY

RECOMMENDED AMOUNT OF FUNDING: $_1.960,000.00

FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

State Issue 2 District Allocdation
—— . Grant

State Issue 2 Small Government Fund
State Issue 2 Emergency Funds

Loan _* ___ Local Transporiation Improvement Fund
Loan Assistance

FOR OPWC USE ONLY
OPWC PROJECT NUMBER: OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: §




1.V AFFLICANI INFUKIVIAITIOUIN

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

PROJECT MGR
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

PROJECT CONTACT

TITLE
STREET

CITY/2IP
PHONE
FAX

DISTRICT LIAISON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

Donald C. Schramm, P.E.-P.S.

Hamilton County Engineer

138 East Court Street
Room 700, County Administration Building

Cincinnati, OH 45202

( 513 ) _ 632 - 8630
( 513 )_723 -_ 9748

Dusty Rhodes

Hamilton County Auditor

138 East Court Street

Room 304-A, County Administration Building
Cincinnati, OH 45202

( 513 ) _632___ . 8212
( 513 )_632 .- B8j22

Stephen J. Mary, P.E.

Bridge Engineer

138 East Court Street

Room 700, County Administration Building

Cincinnati, OH 45202

513 ) 632 - 8527
( 513 Y 723 . 9748

Stephen J. Mary, P.E.

Bridge Engineer

138 East Court Street

Room 700, County Administration Building

Cincinnati, OH 45202

( 513 ) 632 . @507
( 513 ) _723 - 19748

William W. Brayshaw, P.E.-P.S.

Chief Deputy County Engineer

138 East Court Street

Room 700, County Administration Building

Cincinnati, OH 45202

( 513 ) __ 632 - 8691 '
( 513 ) _ 723 - 9748




4.V FRUJELC! INFURNVIAITITIOUIN

IMPORTANT: If project is muiti-jurisdictional in nature, Information must be consolidated fc

2.1
2.2

completion of this section.

PROJECT NAME: Lawrenceburg Road Bridge No. B-0325
BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections A through D):
A. SPECIFIC LOCATION:

Lawrenceburg Road from U.S. 50 to Miamiview Road across the Great
Miami River.

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS:
Construction of Bridge including substructure, earthen fill, new roadway,
grade crossing with CSX railroad and intersection rehabilitations.

C. PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS:

775' long precast concrete "I" beams (7 spans at 110' C/C) with

composite concrete deck on a reinforced concrete substructure. Bridge
roadway width is 34'-0" F/F guardrail. Roadway width is 30'-0" E/P to

E/P. Project includes bike trail along roadway. Total project length is 3,8

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

IMPORTANT: Detail shall be included regarding current service capacity vs proposed service

2.3

level. if road or bridge project, include ADT. If water or wastewdater projec:
include current residential rates based on monthly usage of 7.756 gallons pe
household.

Bridge has been removed, therefore road is closed except minor residential
traffic at U.S. 50 intersection.

REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION o
(Photographs/Additional Description; Capital Improvements Report: Priority List
$-year Plan; 2-year Maintenance of Effort report, etc.) Also discuss the numbe.
of temporary and/or fulitime jobs which are likely to be created as a result o
this project. Aftach Pages. Refer to accompanying Instructions for furthe;
detall.



2.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

3.1

Q)

e)

1))

*

PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollar):
Project Engineering Costs:

1. Preliminary Engineering S__N/A

2. Finatl Design S___N/A

3. Construction Supervision S__N/A
Acquisition Expenses

1. Lond §__N/A

2. Right-of-Way S__N/A
Construction Costs $_2,575,000.00
Equipment Costs S

Other Direct Expenses 8
Contingencies $_:- 225,000:00-
TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS $_2,800,000.00

PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

- Dollars %
Local In-Kind Contributions $ 840,000.00 30
Local Public Revenues $
Local Private Revenues S
Other Public Revenues
1. ODOT $
2 FMHA $
3 OEPA S
4 OWDA $
5. CDBG S
6. Other $
OPWC Funds
1. Grant $ 1,960,000.00 70
2. Loan S
3. Loan Assisiance $
TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES $_2,800,000.00 100

If the required local match Is to be 100% In-Kind Contributions, list source of funds to be
used for retainage purposes:

3.3 AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS

Indicate the status of all local share funding sources listed In section 3.2(q)
through 3.4(c). In addifion, Iif funds are coming from sources listed In section

3.2(d), the following Information must be attached to this project application:

1)  The date funds are available: -

2)  Verification of funds in the form of an agency approval letter
or agency project number. Please Include the name and
number of the agency contact person.




3.4 FPKEPAID lIENMO

Definitions:

Cost - Total Cost of the Prepaid ttem.

Cost item - Non-construction costs, Including preliminary engineering, finc
design, acqguisition expenses (land or right-of-way).

Prepald - - Cost items (non-construction costs direcily related to the project,
paid Cpﬁor to receipt of fully executed Project Agreement fror
OPWC.

Resource Category - Source of funds (see section 3.2).

Veriification - Invoice(s) and copies of wamrani(s) used {o for prepald cost

accompanied by Project Manager’s Cerlification (see section 1.4

IMPORTANT: Verification of all prepald items shall be attached to this project applicatior

COST ITEM RESOURCE CATEGORY COsT
1 ' $
2) $
3) $
TOTAL OF PREPAID [TEMS § N/A

3.5 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION

This section need only be completed If the Project is to be funded by SI2 funds:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT  $_2,800.000.00 100 %
State Issue 2 Funds for Repc:ir/Replc:cement $_1,960,000.00 70
(Not to Exceed 90%)

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION
State Issue 2 Funds for New/Expansion
(Not to Exceed 50%)

Lry-An

4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE

4.1 ENGR. DESIGN 06 / 10 /91 03 /31 J 92
4.2 BID PROCESS 03 / 09 /92 10 / 08 / 92
4.3 CONSTRUCTION 10 / 26 /92 12 /15 [ 93




-5.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION

The Appiicant Cerlifies That:

As the official representative of the Applicant, the undersigned certifies that:
(1) he/she Is legally empowered to represent the applicant In both requesting
and accepting financial assistance as provided under Chapter 184 of the Ohio
Revised Code and 164-1 of the Ohlo Administrative Code; (2) that {o the best
of his/her knowledge and bellef, all representations that are a part of this
application are true and comect: (@) that all official documenis and
commiiments of the applicant that are a part of this application have been
duly authorized by the goveming body of the Applicant; (4) and, should the
requested financial assistance be provided, that In the execution of this project,
the Applicant will comply with all assurances required by Ohlo law, Including
those involving minority business ufilzation, Buy Ohio. and prevailing wages.

IMPORTANT: Applicant ceriifies that physical construction on the project as
defined in this application has not begun, and will not begin, until
a Project Agreement on this project has been lssued by the Ohio
Public Works Cornmission. Action 1o the conirary ks evidence that
OPWC funds are not necessary to complete this project.

IMPORTANT: In the event of a project cost undermun, applicant understands that
the ideniified local maich share (sections 3.2(a) through 3.2(c) will
be paid in full toward completion of this project. Unneeded OPWC
funds will be retumed fo the funding source from which the project
was financed.

William W. Brayshaw, P.E., P.S. Hamilton County Engineer
Certifying Representative (Type Name and Title)

_MWWM F2[-FT

Signature/Date Signed 7

Applicant shall check each of e statemaents below, confiming that all required Information B Included n this

cppilcation:

X A fve-vear Copltal Imorovements Repert os required n 184-1-31 of the Ohio Adminisiative Code
and a Iwo-yecr Momienance of Locd Efort Repaort o3 required in 144-1-12 of the Ohio Adminisirative
Code.

X A ragistered profesdonal engineer’s esiimate of usefd He os required In 184-1-13 of the Chio
Acministrative Code. Eslimote shall contaln engneer's orgina sed ond sinnature.

X A ragistered professional engineer's astimate of cost os required In 164-1-14 and 164-1-14 of the Oio
Adminisitative Code. Estimate sholl contaln engineer’s origing sed and signature.

X A cartied copy of the legliation by the goveming body of the applcent outhorizing o designated

officla to submit thE opplication and to execute cortracts.

YES A copy of the cooperaiion agreement(s) (for projects inveiving more than onae subdivision or distic?).
X N/A ‘

YES Copies of ol fvokces and wononts for those tems identifled o "pre-pald” In saction 4.4 of this
X N/A  appilcation,




6.0 DISTRICT COMMITTEE CERTIFICATION

11231 District Infegrating Commitfee for District Number 2 Certifies

As the official representative of the District Public Works Integrating Committee,
the undersigned hereby certifies: that this appilcation for financlal assistance
as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo Revised Code has been duly
selected by the appropricte body of the Dishict Public Works Integrating
Committee; that the project’s selection was based entirely on an objective,
District-oriented set of project evaluation criteria and selection methodology
that are fully reflective of and in conformance with Ohio Revised Code
Sections 164.05, 16406, and 164.14, and Chapter 184-1 of the Ohio
Adminisirative Code; and that the amount of financlal assistance hereby
recommended has been prudently derived In consideration of all other
financlal resources available to the project. As evidence of the District’s due
consideration of required project evaluation criferia, the resulis of this project’s
ratings under such critefia are attached to this application.

William W. Brayshaw, Chairman, District 2 Integrating Committee
Cerifying Representative (Type Name and Titie)

Wyl [terihin 2zer
Signature/Date Signed
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TWO YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

HAMILTON COURTY ENGINEER'S OFFICE

Project Type:

Rp
Ex
Re
Nw

Repair
Expansion
Replacement

New Construction or Relocaticn

Funding Source:

L - Local
F - PFederal
S - State

Project Description

Project Type

Funding Source |Appropriat

| !
| | and % | or
l Rp | EX | Re | Nw | L T F | § | Expended
f | . |
1991 Capital Improvements I ! |
| | |
1. Guardrail Contract | XX | X |$ 187,354
2. Winton Rd Bridge B-0673 | XX P X | 218,296
3. Struble Rd Improvement | XX XX | X | 129,505
4, Curb Ramp Installation [ X[ X [ 35,670
5. Resurfacing Contract | XX XX | X | 746,604
6. Plainfield Road Bridge | XX ] X | 945,261
7. Rapid Run Road Bridges | XX | X | 219,077
8. Sidewalk Repair Contract | XX | X | 40,680
9. Wesselman Slide Repair | XX i X | 182,420
10. Harrison Rd Improvement [ XX | X ] 68,859
11. Round Bottom R4 Bridge | XX ] X | 232,689
12. Sidewalk Repair #2 | XX | X ] 54,864
13. Resurfacing Contract #2 | XX XX | X i 858,050
14. Muddy Creek Bridge | XX | X { 119,761
15. Clough Road Bridge [ XX ] X X [ 328,276
16. wWaldmann Drive Improv. ! XX I X . | 90,232
17. Marvin Road Improvement | XX | X [ 38,461
18. Resurfacing Contract #3 | XX XX P X | 618,975
19. stewart Road Sidewalks | XX XX | X | 75,959
20. Resurfacing Contract #4 | XX XX I X 11,626,267
21, Lawrenceburg Road Bridge | XX | X ] 190,897
22. Springdale Road -~ B i XX ] X X 11,156,000
23, Bridge Painting | XX [ X ] 54,300
| | |
| | |
| | |
| ! |
I [ |
| | I
| | |
| I i
| [ |
| | [
] I [
! I |
[ | |
TOTAL = S 8,218,463



THO-YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT

BAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER'S OFFICE

Project Type:

Funding Source:

Rp - Repair L, - Local
EX - Expansion F ~ Federal
Re - Replacement ¥ 8§ - sState
Nw - New Construction or Relocation
Project Description | Project Type | Funding Source | Appropri:
| angd % or
| Rpl Ex!I Rel Nw|] L | F | S ExXpenc
1 | |
| ] |
1990 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS | 1 I | | : | I
| ! { I ! ] |
1. 014 Colerain Bridge | 1 | X | i 20 | I 80 |$ 291,425
2. Taylor Road Bridges | ] | X | ! 100 | | | 255,930.
3. Westwood Northern Blvd. | I | X | | 18 | | 82 | 211,803.
4., Curb Ramp Installations | | | ] X | 100 | | ! 80,005.
5. Murray Avenue | I | X | | 100 | | | 153,580
6. Eight Mile Road | ! | X | | 100 1 [ | 256,124
7. Dry Fork Road [ | P X | 100 | | | B7,137
8. Sidewalk Repairs | X 1 | [ | 100 | | [ 47,437.
9. Resurface Various Road 1 ! | I | I ! I
(First Contract) | | | X | ] 100 | ! | 827,238
10. Rapid Run/Neeb Road [ b, | l I l I
Intersection Improvement | | X ] | [ 70 | | 30 | 405,810
11. Harrison Road Pierwall | | | X | [ 100 | ! f 71,107
12. Ebenezer Road I | [ X 1 | 100 1 I ! 68,629
13. Winton Rd. Bridge FPEK-0844] i | X | | 100 | ] l 77,800
14. Winton Road Bridge B-0673 | i I X | | 100 | | | 280,230
15. Banning Road | | | X ] ] 100 | i | 74,215
16. Dick Road ] | I ] X | 100 | l | 75,170
17. Springdale Road | | X 1| | ] 23 | ! 77 | 782,828
18. Re®d Hartman Highway | | | X | b 30 | | 70 | 445,026
19. Foley Road i i | X | ! 35 | | 65 1 865,159
20. Resurfacing Various Roads | | i | [ i ] l
(Second Contract) ! | P X | | 100 | 1 11,094,523
2)l. Cleves-Warsaw Road I | | X 1 | 100 | ] ! 390,000
22. Resurfacing Various Roads | | | | ] I ] |
(Third Contract)} | | | x| | 100 | | 11,210,000
23. Guardrail Program ! | | I X 1 100 | ! | 300,000
24. Culvert Program ] | ] ] X1 100 | | ] 250,000
25. Pavement Markers | ] ] | X ] 100 | I | 161,000
26. Sidewalk Contract ] X 1 I | | 100 | | | 9,000
TOTAL = $ 8,781,180



TWO-YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER'S OFFICE

Project Type: Funding Source:
Rp - Repair L, -~ Local

Ex - Expansion F - Federal

Re - Replacement . 5§ - State

Nw — New Construction or Relocation N

Project Description | Project Type | Funding Source | Appropris
i ] and % } or
] Rpl Ex|. Re] Nw L F : S : Expende
] |
1989 Capital Improvements: { } } = l { } }
1. Snider Road Box Culvert | i I X 1 | 100 | 1 I$ 155,21
2. Resurfacing Contract No. 1 | X | l | 1 100 | | f 280,77:
3. Fields Ertel Box Culvert I | | X | | 100 | | | 52,53¢
4. Curb Ramps Contract Ne. 1 | ] t | | I | !
Colerain/springfield Twps. | ! | X | ¥ 1 100 1 | | 30,00¢
5. Curb Ramps Contract No. 2 | 1 | | I I | !
Delhi/Green Twps. ) ! I Il X1 X1 100 | I ! 29,01
6. Curb Ramps Contract No. 3 | ! l I [ i ! i
Anderson/Columbia Twps. ! | | X | x| 100 1| | ! 10,36.
7. Sheits Rd. Slide Correction] | { | f i | |
with Pier Wall ] X | | | 1 100 | | | 421,65¢
8. Resurfacing Contract No. 2 | X | i | | 100 | | | 710,617
9. Eight Mile and Ayers Rds. | | } | I ! | |
Hump Removals | | | X 1 | 100 | i I 180,99
10. 1989 Bridge Painting Contr.l| X | ! ! | 100 | ] l 89,92
11. Lawrenceburg Rd. Bridge | | | ! I ] | |
Demolition | | I i i 100 | i | 74,80
12. Loveland-Madeira Rd. Widen.| | X 1 ] | 100 | | I 21,63
13. Waycross Rd. & Civic Center| | | | | | ] |
Drive Improvements I X 1 | | X | 100 | | ! 416,20
14. Hosbrook Rd. Resurfacing & | | | 1 | | | I
Galbraith Rd. at Montgomeryi ! | 1 ! | 1 } :
Widening & Resurfacing I X | X | ] | loo | I [ 64,02
15. Five Mile RdA. Widening & I l | ] | | | |
Resurfacing | X1 X | 1 [ 100 | | i 329,09
16. Resurfacing Contract No. 3 | X | | ] | 100 | ] | 108,87
17. Union Cemetery Rd. Curve ] ] ] ] | | | f
Modification & Mason Rd. | | | | | | I !
Widening l | X1 X | 1 100 | 1 ! 105,81
18. 1989 Guardrail Contract 1 1T X1 X 1] X1 100 1 1 242,80
19. Devil's Backbone Rd. & B | = 1 1 i |
Cleves-Warsaw Rd. g | I | 1 | | 1 ] |
Intersection Improvement P X | | 1 X1 100 1 | l 169,26
20. 01d Colerain Bridge B-D404 1 | I X | [ 10 | | 90 | 1,324,65
21. Westwood Northern Rd. i | | 1 | I I | i
Improvement BT B SN ] | 1 w1 90 | 1,044,45
22. Foley Rd. Improvement X | 1 1 10 | | 90 1 594,74

TOTAL 1989 $6,457,43



Umunty of Hamilton

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER
TN COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BLILDING
133 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATIL, OHIO 45202-1234
PHONE {513) A32-8523 FAX A5 7134748

CONSTRUCTION COSTS:

The opinion of Project Construction Costs is based on current unit price
experience and is subject to adjustment upon completion of detailed plans and
receipt of an acceptable proposal and bid by a qualified comtractor.

STATEMENT. QF USEFUL LIFE:

As required by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Ohio Administrative Code, I hereby certify
that the Lawrenceburg Road Bridge No. B-0325 will have a useful

life of at least 50 years.

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E., P.S.
HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER




1992 PRELIMINARY CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE
LAWRENCEBURG ROAD (CR 15)

ROADWAY
ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT
20111000 cClearing and grubbing
20223000 Pavement removed sqy¥d
20230000 Walk removed SgFt
20235100 Pipe removed, 24" and under LinFt
20238000 Guardrail removed LinFt
20258100 catch basin removed Each
20275000 Fence rsmoved LinFt
20312000 Excavation not including
embankment construction cuxd
20320000 Embankment cuyd
20350000 subgrade compaction sqg¥d
60612501 Guardrail, Type 4, as per plan LinFt
60625001 Anchor assembly, Type A, as per plan Each
60635141 Bridge terminal assembly, Type 4,
a3 per plan Each
60810000 4" concrete walk SgFt
60840001 concrete steps, Type B, as per plan LinFt
60850000 curb ramp, Type 1 Each
61610000 wWater M Gal
61620000 calcium choloride Ton
6201030C Delineator, Type C, Post mounted Each
62011000 Delineator, Type ¢, Bracket mounted Each
00000000 Retaining wall
ROADWAY SUBTOTAL
EROCSTION CONTROL
ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT
20770000 straw or hay bales Each
60111000 Riprap using 6" reinforced
concrete slab sq¥d
60138401 Paved gutter, Type 2, as per plan LinFt
65910000 seeding and mulching sg¥d
65920000 commercial fertilizer Ton
65935000 Water MGal
66030000 sodding sg¥d
EROSION CONTROL SUBTOTAL
DRAINAGE
ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT
60304400 12" conduit, Type B, 706.02 LinFt
60400400 catch basin, No. 3 Each
60402400 catech basin, No. 7 Each
60430100 Manhole, No. 1 Each

DRAINAGE SURTQTAL

QUANTITY UNIT COST AMOUNT
Lump § 5,000.00 8 5,000.
6,000 5.90 35,400.
80 0.60 48.

120 g9.00 1,080.
125 0.90 113.

3 270.00 g8lo0.

300 1.10 330.
1,000 3.70 3,700.
35,300 2.50 B8,250.
11,300 0.90 1¢,170.
1,200 35.00 42,000.
4 525.00 2,100.

4 500.00 2,000.

840 2.60 2,184,

12 50.00 600.

1 170.00 170.

50 9.40 4740.

4 210.00 8440.

20 22.00 440.

20 57.00 1,140.
Lump 6,000.00 6,000.

$ 202,845,

QUANTITY UNIT COST AMOUNT
600 § 4.30 % 2,580.
220 41.00 9,020.

65 8.60 5595.
14,000 0.40 5,600.
1.32 380.00 502.
20 4.40 g8.
1,400 4.00 5,600,
$ 23,949.

QUANTITY UNIT COST AMOUNT
120 39.00 3 4,680,

1 1,700.00 1,700.

1 1,300.00 1,300.

1 1,600.00 1,600.

$ 9,280.



LAWRENCEBURG ROAD (CR 15)

Page 2 of 3

PAVEMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY UNIT COST AMOUNT
30110002 Bituminous aggregate base, AC-20 cuyd 46 48.00 § 2,208,
31020001 subbase, Type II, as per plan cuyd 1,850 24.00 44,400.
40425000 Asphalt concrete, Ac-20 (driveways) cuyd 12 120.00 1,440.
45114000 9" Reinforced concrete pavement Sgyd 10,400 29.00 301,600,
45210000 6" Plain concrete pavement sgyd 1,080 27.00 29,180.
60926000 curb, Type & LinFt 240 8.20 2,208.
61125000 Reinforced concrete appreoach slab
(T=15%) sqyd 196 114.00 22,344.
PAVEMENT SUBTOTAL $ 403,360.

MATNTENANCE OF TRAFFIC

ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY _UNIT COST AMOUNT

40435000 Bituminous concrete for maintaining

traffic . cuyrd 40 5 g§2.00 § 3,280.
41010000 Traffic compacted surface, Type A cuyd 300 30.00 $,000.
61421000 Temporary center line, class I Mile 0.04 990.00 40.
61421300 Temporary center line, class I,
: 740.05, Type C Mile 0.12 11,000.00 1,320,
61421700 Temporary center line, class II,

740.05, Type C Mile 0.60 5,000.00 3,000.
61422000 Temporary edge line, class I,

740.05, Type C Mile 0.24 440.00 106.
61426600 Temporary stop line, Class I,

740.05, Type C LinFt 100 9.60 960.
61427600 Temporary crosswalk line, Class I,

740.05, Type C LinfFt 400 4.10 1,640.
61510001 Temperary road, as per plan Lump 2,000.00 2,000.
61525000 Temporary pavement, Class B sgyd 270 24.00 6,480.
62240020 Portable concrete barrier, 32" LinFt 140 7.00 980.
MATNTENANCE OF TRAFFIC SUBTOTAL ] 28,806.

TRAFFIC CONTROL

ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY UNIT COST AMOUNT
63002100 Ground mounted support, No. 2 post LinFt 100 3§ 5.50 s 550.
63004100 Ground mounted support, No. 4 post LinFt 200 26.00 5,200.
63080102 signs, flat sheet, Type G SgFt 150 13.00 1,950.
63084900 Removal of gound mounted sign and

dispoesal Each 8 8.10 65.
63086002 Removal of ground mounted post

support and disposal Each 8 12.00 96.
64200090 Edge line Mile 1.44 560.00 806.
64200290 center line Milae 0.72 1,900.00 1,368.
64200480 stop line LinFt 51 6.20 316.
64200590 Crosswalk line LinFt 255 3.00 765.
64200990 Railroad symbol marking Each 2 210.00 420.

TRAFFIC CONTROL SUBTOTAL 5 11,53s.



LAWRENCEBURG ROAD (CR 15)
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BERIDGE

ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY UNIT COST AMOUNT
See other sheet entitled "LAWRENCEBURG ROAD BRIDGE™
BRIDGE SUBTOTAL $1,800,000.
GENERAT,

ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY UNIT COST AMOUNT
61411000 Maintaining traffic Lump § 20,000.00 § 20,000.
61915010 Field office, Type B TLump 15,000.00 15,000.
62310000 Construction layout stakes Lump 3¢,000.00 30,000.
62410000 Mobilization Lump 30,000.00 30,000.
TOTAL, AMOUNT OF CONSTRUCTION COST $ 2 575.000

CONTINGENCIES 225,000.

GRAND TOTAL $2,800,000.



LAWRENCEBURG ROAD BRIDGE

ENGINEER’'S PRELIMINARY ESTIMATE

OF CONSTRUCTION COST

Item

Removal of Portions of Existing
Structure

Steel Piles HP 14x73

Steel Piles HP 12x53

cofferdams, Cribs and sheeting

Reinforcing Steel, Grade 60

Epoxy Coated Reinforcing
steel, Grade 60

Class S Concrete, Super-
Structure

Class ¢ cConcrete Pier Caps
Columns and Footings '

Class C Concrete, Abutments

Prestressed Concrete I-Beam

Structural Expansion Joints
incl. Elastomeric $trip steel

Railing (Deep beam with steel
tubular backup and type 1
Steel post and bolts)

Elastomeric Bearing with
Internal Laminates

Slope Protection

Quantity

Lump
5,400
1,200

Lump

120,000

122,500
700

631

250
3,870

70

1,560

40
504

Unit

LS
LF
LF
Ls
LB

1B
cY
cY
cY
LF

LF

LF

Each
sY

Unit
Cost

$ 10,000.00
30.00
25.00
475,000.00
0.55

0.65
300.00
225.00
225.00
115.00

130.00

60.00

30.00
40.00

Amount

$  10,000.
162,000.
30,000,
475,000.
66,000,

79,625.
210,000.
142,000.

56,250.
445,050.

9,100.

93,600.

1,200.

__ 20,175,

$1,800,000.



STATUS OF FUNDS

PROJECT: Lawrenceburg Recad Bridge No. B-0325

This is to certify that the sum of $ B840,000.00 will
be available as the 1local matching funds in connection with
Bamilton County's application requesting, through the District 2
Integrating Committee, financial assistance for the above named
project.

The scurce of the local match will be Hamilton County's road
and bridge funds derived from State of Ohio fuel tax and license
tag fees.

Local matching funds will be encumbered and certified upon
completion of the Project Agreement with the Ohio Public Works
Commission. -

HAMILTON COUNTY

Chief Executive Office: 62;22%574Q2¢/¢1 Cxég%;/ﬁﬁéhh%L/’"

DONALD C. SCHRXMM, P.E.-P.S.
HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER

Chief Financial Officer: A%B&
DUSTY RHOIYES b

HAMILTON COUNTY AUDITOR
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VOLCOH'RS M
RESOLUTION APPOINTING REPRESENTATIVE TO THE DISTRICT

INTEGRATING COMMITTEE UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF HBE 704 miﬁafiRz o %992

OHIO INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM

BY THE BOARD:

WHEREAS, HB 704 was enacted to establish nineteen District Integrat-
ing Committees throughout the State of Ohio; and

WHEREAS, Hamilton County comprises District #2 under the provision
of HB 704 consisting of a nine member District Integrating committee: and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners appoint two members to
the District Integrating Committee (ome from the private sector and the
other either a County Commissioner or the County Engineer}; and

WHEREAS, Donald C. Schramm, the Board's County Engineer represen~
tative will submit his resignation as Hamilton County Engineer effective
March 27, 1992 effective 4:00 p.m.; and

WHEREAS, Mr, Donald C. Schramm, was appointed to the position
of Chief Executive Officer for the Political Subdivision of Hamilton
County, District #2 Integrating Committee in accordance with the pro-
visions of HB 704; and

WHEREAS, the Board does not wish to have a vacancy on this Committee;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners
of Hamilton County, Ohio, that from and after 4:00 p.m. on March 27,
1992, William W. Brayshaw be and he hereby is appointed for the unexpired
three year term of Donald C. Schramm, said term to expire on Jume 1, 1994;
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that William W. Brayshaw be and he hereby is
2lso appointed to the position of Chief Executive Officer for the Political

Subdivision of Hamilton County, District #2 Integrating Committee to
replace Donald €. Schramm.

ADQPTED at a regularly adjourned meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners of Hamilton County, Ohio, this 25th day of March, 1992.

Mr. Chabot. AYE Mr. Dowlin. AYE Mr. Guckenberger. AYE

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that the foregoing is a true and correct
transcript of a resolution adopted by the Board of County Commissioners
in session the 25th day of March, 1992.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the Of-
ficial Seal of the Office of the Board of County Commissioners of Hamilten

County, Ohio, this 25th day of March, 1992.

Angela Qﬁizel, Clerk «/
Board of County Commissioners
Hamilton County, Chio




SUPPORTING INFORMATION

TEMPORARY JOBS:

This project will result in temporary employment due to
construction work. Approximately ten (10) to fifteen (15)
short-term construction jobs will be created as a result of
this project.

FULL-TIME JOBS:

We are not able to forsee any new, full-time employment as a
result of this project.



ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

For Fiscal year 1993, jurisdictions shall complete the State application
form for Issue 2, Small Government, or Local Transportation Improvement
Program (LTIP) funding. In addition, the District 2 Integrating Committee
requests the following information to determine which projects are funded.
Do NOT request a specific type of funding desired, as this is decided by
the District Integrating Committee.

l. Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction, which is similar
to the infrastructure of this project, what percentage can be
classified as being in poor condition, adequacy and/or serviceability?
Accurate support information, such as pavemenft management inventories
or bridge condition summaries, must be provided to substantiate the
stated percentage.

Typical examples are:

Road percentage = Miles of road that are in poor condition
Total miles of road within jurisdiction

Storm percentage Miles of storm sewers that are in poor condition

Total miles of sStOrm sSewers wWithin JUrisdiction

Bridge percentage Number of bridges that are in poor condition

Number of bridges within jurisdiction

Total number of bridges within jurisdiction = 467

Number of bridges that are in poor condition = 36 or 8%

2. What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to be replaced,
repaired, or expanded? For bridges, submit a copy of the latest general

appraisal and condition rating.

Closed X Poor

Fair Good

Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the present
facility such as: inadequate load capacity (bridge); surface type and
width; number of lanes; structural condition: substandard design
elements such as berm width, grades, curves, sight distances, drainage
structures, or inadequate service capacity. If known, give the
approxXximate age of the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or
exXpanded.

The truss bridge built in 1915 was removed due to structural deficiency

and inadequate load capacity in 1989,

Page 1
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If State Issue 2 funds are awarded, how scon {in weeks or months) after
completion of the agreement with OPWC would the opening of bids occur?
The Integrating Committee will be reviewing schedules submitted for
previous projects to help Jjudge the accuracy of a particular
jurisdiction's anticipated schedule.

Please indicate the current status of the project development by
circling the appropriate answers below. PROVIDE ACCURATE ESTIMATE.

a) Has the Consultant been selected? ......cviieren- Yes No N/A
b) Preliminary development or engineering completed? Yes Nao N/A
¢) Detailed construction plans completed? .......... Yes No N/A
d) All Right-of-Way acquired? . ... iiceearnnnrnnns Yes No N/A
e) Utility coordination completed? ....ivveiinencinnn. Yes No N/A

Give estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any item above
not vet completed.,

Detailed construction plans to be completed by March 31, 1992; Right

of-way by August 1, 1992.

How will the proposed infrastructure activity impact the general
health, welfare, and safety of the service area? (Typical examples
include the effects of the completed project on accident rates,
emergency response time, fire protection, health hazards, user
benefits, and commerce.)

The service area is limited to one access point for commercial traffic.

A power generating station is within the service area. Project will

provide another access point.

For any project involving GRANTS, the local jurisdiction must provide a
MINIMUM OF 10% of the anticipated construction cost. Additionally, the

local Jurisdiction must pay 100% of the «costs of preliminary
engineering, inspection of construction, and right-of-way acquisition.
If a project is to be funded under Issue 2 or Small Government, the
costs of any betterment/expansion are 100% local. Local matching funds
must either be currently on deposit with the jurisdiction, or certified
as having been approved or encumbered by an outside agency (MRF, CDBG,
etc.). Proposed funding must be shown on the Project Application under
Section 3.2, "Project Financial Resources". For a project involving
LOANS or CREDIT ENHANCEMENTS, 100% of construction costs are eligible
for funding, with no local match required.

What matching funds are to be used for this project? (i.e. Federal,
State, MRF, Local, etc.)

L.ocal

To what extent are matching funds to be utilized, expressed as a
percentage of anticipated CONSTRUCTION costs?

30%

Tarmsas 7



Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency
resulted in a complete ban or partial ban of the use or eXxpansion of

use for the involved infrastructure? (Typical examples include weight
limits, truck restrictions, and moratoriums or limitations on issuance
of new building permits.) THE BAN MUST HAVE AN ENGINEERING

JUSTIFICATION TO BE CONSIDERED VALID.
COMPLETE BAN X PARTIAL BAN NO BAN

Will the ban be removed after the project is completed? YES X NO

What 1s the total number of existing users that will benefit as a
result of the proposed project? Use specific criteria such as
households, traffic counts, ridership figures for public transit, daily
users, etc., and equate to an equal measurement of users:

Less than 2,000 as of 1980 when closed. Commercial traffic has been

restricted for years. Shawnee Lookout Park draws the general public
since bridge saw closed.
TiyEs

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily
Traffic by 1.2 occupants per car (I.T.E. estimated conversion factor)
to determine users per day. Ridership figures for public transit must
be documented. Where the facility currently has any restrictions or is
partially closed, use documented traffic counts prior to restriction.
For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other related
facilities, multiply the number of households in the service area by
four (4) to determine the approximate number of users per day.

The Ohioc Public Works Commission requires that all Jjurisdictions
applying for project funding develop a five Year overall Capital
Improvement Plan that shall be updated annually. The plan is to include
an inventory and condition survey of existing capital improvements, and
a list detailing a schedule for Capital Improvements and/or
maintenance. Both Five-Year Overall and Five-Year Issue 2 Capital
Improvement Plans are required.

Copies of theses Plans are to be submitted to the District Integrating

Committee at the same time the Project Application is submitted.

Is the infrastructure to be an improved part of a facility that has
regional significance? (Consider the number of jurisdictions served,
size of service area, trip lengths, functional classification, and
length of route.) Provide supporting information.

Infrastructure is significant to local service area due to extremely

restricted areas.
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OHIO INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE 2) - ROUND 5

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (LTIP) -~ ROUND 4

EY 1593 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA - 7/1/92 TO 6/30/93

ADOPTED BY DISTRICT 2 INTEGRATING COMMITTEE, 2/21/92

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: _HamicTon  Counrry €~qwaeﬂ‘5 OFF|I¢e
Fi
PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:

{awrencepves Road Brince A B-o0325

Kepece pRioge o Revds (sweencerimg Kot Feom 1).S. 50 1 Mumew o,

PROPOSED FUNDING:

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:

3)

NOTE:
will NOT Dbe considered for Issue 2/LTIP funding, unless it is a
betterment project that will improve serviceability.

TOTAL POINTS FOR THIS PROJECT -_CZiiéi_

Typre of project

10 Points - Bridge, road, stormwater
5 Points - All other projects

If Issue 2/LTIP funds dre granted, when would the
construction contract be awarded? (Even though the
jurisdictions will be asked this question, the Support Staff
will assign points based on engineering experience.)

10 Points - Will definitely be awarded by end of 1992

5 Points - Some doubt as to whether it can be awarded by
end of 19582

0 Points - No way 1t can be awarded in 1992

What 1s the condition of the infrastructure to be replaced
or repalred? For bridges, base condition on latest general
appraisal and condition rating.

15 Points - Poor condition

12 Points -

9 Points = Fair to Poor condition
6 Points =- ‘

3 Points - Fair condition

If infrastructure 1s in "good" or better condition, it



;"[;74)

4_7)

If the project is built, what will be its effect on the
facility's serviceability?

10 Points =~ Significantly effect on serviceability (e.qg.,
widen to add lanes along entire project)

8 Points - Moderate to significant effact on serviceability

& Points - Moderately effect on serviceability (e.g., widen
existing lanes)

4 Points - Little to no effect on serviceability

2 Point Little or no effect on serviceability {e.g.,
street or bridge deck rehab)

Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is
similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be <classified as being in poor or worse condition,
and/or inadequate in service?

3 Points - 50% and over
2 Points - 30% to 49.9%
1 Point - 10% to 29.9%
0 Points - Less than 10%

How important is the project to the HEALTH, SAFETY, and
WELFARE of the public and the citizens of the District
and/or the service area?

- 10 Points - Highly significant importance, with substantial
impact on all 3 factors
8 Polnts - Considerably significant importance, with

substantial impact on 2 factors OR noticeable
impact on all 3 factors

6 Points - Moderate importance, with substantial impact on
1 factor or noticeable impact on 2 factors A ,uic
WoulD  Z& VIETEUL AT Assessirlg -THIS TTER

4 Points - Minimal importance, with noticeable impact on 1
factor

2 Points -~ No measurable impact

What 1s the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

10 Polnts - Poor
8 Points -

6 Points = Fair
4 Points -

2

Points - Excellent
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What matching funds are being committed to the project,
expressed as a percentage of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST?
Matching funds may be local, federal, ODOT, MRF, etc. or a
combinatiocn of funds. ©Loan and credit enhancement Projects
automatically receive 5 points.

REQUIRED FOR GRANT-FUNDED PROJECTS

Points - More than 50%
Points - 40% to 49.9%

H Wb

Points - 30% to 39.9%
Points - 20% to 29.9%
Point = 10% to 19.9%

Has any formal action or orders by a federal, state, or
local governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete
ban of the usage or expansion of the usage for the involved
infrastructure? Examples include weight limits on
structures, EPA orders to replace or repair sewerage, and
moratoriums on building permits in a particular area due to
local flooding downstream. POINTS CAN BE AWARDED ONLY IF
CONSTRUCTION OQF THE PROJECT BEING RATED WILL CAUSE THE BAN
TC BE REMOVED.

10 Points -~ Complete ban
5 Points =~ Partial ban
0 Points - No han

What 1s the total number of existing daily users that will
benefit as a result of the proposed project? Appropriate
criteria include traffic counts & households served, when
converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit users
are permitted to be counted for roads and bridges, but only
when certifiable ridership figqures are provided.

10 Points - 10,000 and Over
8 Points - 7,500 to 9,999
6 Points - 5,000 to 7,499
4 Points -~ 2,500 to 4,999
2 Points - 2,499 and Under

Does the infrastructure have REGIONAL impact? Consider

orilginations & destinations of traffic, functional
classification,size of service area, number of jurisdictions
served, etc. (Functional classifications to be revised in

the future to conform to new Surface Transportation Act.)

5 Points - Major impact (e.g., major multi-jurisdictional
route, primary feed route to an Interstate,
Federal-Aid Primary routes)

4 Polnts -

3 Points -~ Moderate impact (e.g., principal thoroughfares,
Federal~Aid Urban routes)

2 Points -

1 Point - Minimal or no impact {e.g., cul-de-sacs,

subdivision streets)

IOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS: 98



